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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-1931

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appell ee,

ver sus

El GHT FI REARMS; ONE BALLAST W TH REFLECTOR AND
SODI UM BULB,

Def endants - Appell ees,

FREDERI CK JAMES DEXTER,

Party in Interest - Appellant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of West Virginia, at Charleston. Charles H Haden I, Chief
District Judge. (CA-94-980-2)

Submtted: July 30, 1996 Deci ded: August 27, 1996

Bef ore NI EMEYER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Frederick Janmes Dexter, Appellant Pro Se. Betty Adkins Pullin,
Assistant United States Attorney, Charleston, West Virginia, for
Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).






PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s fromthe district court's judgnent granti ng
the governnment's sumary judgnent notion and ordering the forfei-
ture of Appellant's property. W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinionacceptingthe magi strate judge's recomen-
dation and find no reversible error inthe district court's deni al
of relief on Appellant's Ei ghth Anendnent, Fourth Anmendnent, and
due process clains. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoni ng of the

district court. United States v. Eight Firearns, No. CA-94-980-2

(S.D.W Va. Apr. 10, 1995). As to Appellant's claimthat the for-
feiture of his property violated the Double Jeopardy C ause, we

affirm See United States v. Ursery, US __ , 64US L W 4565

(U.S. June 24, 1996) (Nos. 95-345, 95-346). W deny Appellant's
notion to appoint counsel and di spense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented i n the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

Process.

AFFlI RVED



